Drawing on Austin's (1962) Speech Act Theory, this paper investigates President Goodluck Jonathan's Concession Speech and General Muhammadu Buhari's Acceptance Speech for the purpose of examining the impacts of context and evaluating their effects on Nigerians. The application of Speech Act Theory to these political discourses has revealed valuable findings. To mention but a few, this study has shown a high proportion of claiming assertive speech acts in Jonathan's speech indicating thus how unity, stability and progress of Nigeria depends on Jonathan who has excellently proved this by conceding victory to his opponent Buhari. This has been confirmed by the very low proportion of these acts in Buhari's speech. Furthermore, Jonathan's acts of thanking, congratulating and praising indicate not only his high degree of recognition, attachment to peace and democracy but also his magnanimity whereas those of Buhari indicate his degree of recognition. Through the use of directive speech acts both Jonathan and Buhari have proved to be law abiding and peaceful. Through the use of commissive speech acts Jonathan has proved to be democratic and patriotic whereas Buhari has proved to be open, cooperative and democratic. The thoughtful performance of the different speech acts has enabled both speakers especially Jonathan to maintain peace and stability in Nigeria.
Introduction
The study of language use has been widely carried by various scholars in different fields thus far. More importantly, presidential discourses have been the field of interest for many researchers for a long time. Indeed, presidential discourses are at the capstone in the organization and management of societies. Presidential discourses are messages addressed to a whole country, region, continent or even the whole world. It affects people at different levels of the organizational structures of societies. Specifically, this study focuses on Pragmatic Analyses of President Goodluck Jonathan's Concession Speech and General Muhammadu Buhari's Acceptance Speech. In fact, pragmatic approach of meaning analysis is quite important as it helps decode meaning from any type of speech. It must be noted that Speech Act Theory dates back to J. L. Austin's (1962) posthumous publication How to Do Things with Words. Speech Act Theory is central to pragmatics as it deals with acts performed in making utterances. This study applies Speech Act Theory to two selected political discourses delivered in a context of presidential elections in Nigeria. It aims at examining the impacts of context in these speeches and evaluating their effects on Nigerians. It also aims at decoding meanings from these speeches through a comparative appraisal. These discourses deserve critical analysis as they are central to the democratic process in Nigeria and more importantly they have been delivered at a highly critical moment during which the use of a single unsuitable utterance could lead voters to protest the results and undoubtedly the whole country to violence or civil war. This study also analyzes the sentence structures of the selected speeches on the basis of Eka's (2000) classification of sentence structures.
Methodology
Both quantitative and qualitative methods have been used to carry out this work. On the basis of quantitative method, two political speeches have been purposefully selected and Speech Act Theory has been applied to each of them. Indeed, the different speech acts have been identified and their corresponding statistics have been carefully provided for a thorough analysis. Thereafter, the statistical results found from the quantitative research have been qualitatively analysed, interpreted and more importantly, the reasons that underpin those statistics have been explained as well.
Theoretical underpinning

Defining pragmatics
The study of language use is highly important for these reasons among others: 
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-Language use is social context dependent. This means that it needs communities to live in (Hasan 1985) . -Much more is communicated than is said or written (Yule 1996) . This means that there are 'visible meanings' and 'invisible meanings.' 'Visible' meanings refer to what is communicated literally, to the conventional meaning of words whereas 'invisible' ones refer to speakers/writers' intended meaning, what they use words to mean in a specific context.
The meaning encoded in language cannot be rightly decoded out of its context since language is highly used in a social context. Thus, it is important to study language use and its context for the purpose of decoding language users' intended meaning. Taking into account the dimensions of meaning as communicated by a speaker, the interpretation made by a listener, the influence of the context, the invisible aspect of the meaning and the notion of distance, Yule (1996) defines pragmatics as:
(1) the study of speaker meaning. (2) the study of contextual meaning. (3) the study of how more gets communicated than is said. (4) the study of the expression of relative distance (Yule, 1996: 3)
The above definitions highlight the importance of the study of language use for the purpose of decoding a speaker's intended meaning. All the above lead Yule (1996) to contend later that "in many ways, pragmatics is the study of 'invisible' meaning, or how we recognize what is meant even when it isn't actually said (or written)" (Yule, 1996: 127) . Korta & Perry (2006) excellently illustrate this while they assert that: "A diplomat who says 'yes' means 'maybe'; a diplomat who says 'maybe' means 'no'; and a diplomat who says 'no' is no diplomat" (Korta & Perry, 2006) . This clearly shows how much more is communicated than is said or written. On this basis, Korta & Perry (2006) contend that 'pragmatics deals with utterances, by which we will mean specific events, the intentional acts of speakers at times and places, typically involving language' (Korta & Perry 2006) . Crystal (1987) puts particular emphasis on language users and the effects of their utterances on other participants as he defines pragmatics as: 'the study of language from the point of view of users, especially of the choices they make, constraints they encounter in using language in social interaction and the effects their use of the language has on other participants in the act of communication' (Crystal, 1985: 240) . In the same line, Watson and Hill (1993) view pragmatics as 'the study of language from the view point of the user, especially the choices, the constraints he meets with in employing then use of the language and the effects the use has on the communication situation' (Watson & Hill, 1993: 46) . For Mey (2001) , 'pragmatics studies the use of language in human communication as determined by the conditions of society' (Mey, 2001: 6) . On his part, Leech (1983) simply views pragmatics as 'how language is used in communication' (Leech, 1983 : 1).
The above definitions stress the importance of pragmatics and how it contributes to decode 'visible' and 'invisible meanings' conveyed by language users. For this reason, this study attempts to decode meanings from political discourses delivered in a context of presidential elections in Nigeria, by applying Speech Act Theory to President Goodluck Jonathan's Concession Speech and General Muhammadu Buhari's Acceptance Speech.
Speech Act Theory
Speech Act is, in Yule's (1997) terms, 'the act performed by a speaker with an utterance' (Yule, 1997: 132) . As mentioned in the introduction, Speech Act Theory can be dated back to Austin's (1962) posthumous publication How to Do Things with Words, in which he distinguished between constatives and performatives: constatives are utterances that can be evaluated along a dimension of truth whereas performatives are utterances which cannot be said to be true or false but can be evaluated by a dimension of felicity. Furthermore, he classified linguistic acts into three components: locutionary act, illocutionary act and perlocutionary act. Locutionary act is 'performing the act of saying something' (Leech, 1983: 199) . In Nordquist's (2015) terms, it is 'the act of making meaningful utterance' (Nordquist, 2015) . Perlocutionary act is 'performing an act by saying something' (Leech, 1983: 199) . According to Nordquist (2015) , it is 'an action or state of mind brought about by, or a consequence of, saying something' (Nordquist (2015) . Illocutionary act is 'performing an act in saying something ' (Leech, 1983: 199) . In other words, illocutionary act refers to 'a speaker's intention in delivering an utterance or to the kind of illocutionary act the speaker is performing' (Nordquist 2015) . Austin (1962) categorized illocutionary act in five classes: verdictives, exercives, commissives, habitives and expositives. But Searle (1969; 1976) proposed an alternative classification as follows:
i. Assertives: commit speakers to the truth of some proposition e.g. stating, claiming, reporting, announcing, describing, concluding, suggesting, predicting, etc. ii. Directives: count as attempt to bring about some effect through the action of hearer e.g. requesting, ordering, demanding, questioning, pleading, inviting, begging, etc. iii. Expressives: count as the expression of some psychological state e.g. thanking, apologizing, congratulating, appreciating, complaining, greeting, condoling, etc. iv. Commissives: commit speakers to some future action e.g. promising, offering, swearing, threatening, warning, betting, guaranteeing, challenging, etc. to do something. v. Declarations: speech acts whose successful performance brings about the correspondence between the propositional content and reality e.g. baptizing, resigning, dismissing, accepting, arresting, marrying, etc.
It is essential to note that Searle's classification has been adopted for the purpose of the analysis in this study. The speech act type with the highest frequency in both speeches is assertive. Indeed, assertive speech acts account for 45% and 47.72% respectively in Speech 1 and Speech 2. 
Data analysis
Speech Act Types in the selected speeches
Directive speech acts
Directive speech acts are relatively low in both speeches. They account for 02 and 05 representing 10% and 11.36% respectively in Speeches 1 and 2. The details are as follows:
Speech 1: President Goodluck Jonathan (6) Although some people have expressed mixed feelings about the results announced by the Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC), I urge those who may feel aggrieved to follow due process based on our constitution and our electoral laws, in seeking redress [urging] . (17) We must stand together as a party and look to the future with renewed optimism [demanding] .
In Speech 1, directive speech acts consist of urging and demanding. Jonathan urges Nigerians who may feel aggrieved to follow due process based on their constitution and their electoral laws. Here, directive speech acts exclusively consist of requesting and inviting. Basically, Buhari invites Nigerians to be circumspect, respectful, peaceful and law abiding in those times.
Commissive speech acts Speech 1: President Goodluck Jonathan
(2) I promised the country free and fair elections [promising] . (5) That is one legacy I will like to see endure [offering] .
Jonathan has used only 02 commissive speech acts: promising and offering as illustrated in the above sentences (2) and (5). The expansion of the democratic process is the legacy Jonathan is offering to Nigerians through his Concession Speech. Buhari has used 05 commissive speech acts: offering and promising as illustrated in the above sentences (5), (7), (35), (40) and (43). Through these acts, Buhari offered not only his fellowship but also his cooperation and understanding to Jonathan.
Expressive speech acts Speech 1: President Goodluck Jonathan
As the results displayed in Table 1 show, expressive speech acts rank second with 35% of frequency in Speech 1. Below are the details:
( 
Declarative speech acts Speech 2: General Muhammadu Buhari
Declarative speech acts are completely nonexistent in Speech 1 whereas in Speech 2, they occur with the lowest frequency [04.54%]. These are the details: (28) This is not the time for confrontation [declaring] . (29) This is a moment that we must begin to heal the wounds and work toward a better future [declaring].
Sentence structure in the selected speeches
Eka's (2000) classification of sentence structure has been adopted for the purpose of this analysis. Indeed, Eka's (2000) classifies sentences in five categories as follows: 'a simple sentence has one main clause and no subordinate clause. A compound sentence has two main clauses and no subordinate clause. A complex sentence has one main clause and at least one subordinate clause. A multiple sentence has at least three main clauses and no subordinate clause. A compound complex sentence has two main clauses and at least one subordinate clause.' (Eka, 2000: p 46) It must be noted that thorough sentence-by-sentence analyses of the selected speeches are presented in the appendices. Table 2 below displays the statistics of the different sentence types in both Speeches. The results show that simple sentences are predominant in both speeches with different proportions. In Jonathan's speech, they occur with a proportion of 55% whereas in Buhari's speech, they account for 47.72%. Complex sentences follow with 40% and 45.45% respectively in Jonathan and Buhari's speeches. Compound sentences are very low in proportions in both speeches as they account for 5% and 04.54% respectively in Jonathan and Buhari's speeches.
Compound-complex sentences are nonexistent in Jonathan's speech whereas in Buhari's speech they are almost nonexistent with a frequency of 02.27%. On the other hand, multiple sentences are nonexistent in both speeches.
Discussion of the findings
As the results of the speech acts analyses displayed in Table 1 show, assertive speech acts are predominant in both speeches. In fact, through stating assertive speech acts, Jonathan demonstrates how the unity, stability and progress of Nigeria is more important than anything else (7) and through claiming assertive speech acts, he puts emphasis on the expansion of the democratic process in Nigeria (4) as well as on its economic development and social transformation (15). The high proportion of claiming assertive speech acts indicates that unity, stability and progress of Nigeria depends on Jonathan and he has excellently proved this by conceding victory to his opponent Buhari. The very low proportion of claiming assertive speech acts in Buhari's Acceptance Speech clearly confirms this.
Through expressive speech acts, Jonathan thanks all Nigerians for their participation in the General Elections, the opportunity they gave him to lead them and particularly his colleagues in the PDP for their support. More importantly, he congratulates all Nigerians for the peaceful and violence-free elections and has even conveyed his personal best wishes to his opponent General Muhammadu Buhari. As far as Buhari is concerned, he has used expressive speech acts to thank all Nigerians and particularly the members of the All Progressives Congress (APC) for their commitment. Sentences (20) and (32) Directive speech acts enable Jonathan to urge Nigerians who may feel aggrieved to follow due process based on our constitution and our electoral laws. This indicates how law abiding and peaceful he is. Through directive speech acts exclusively consisting of requesting and inviting, Buhari invites Nigerians to be circumspect, respectful, peaceful and law abiding in those times. Sentences (27) and (36) illustrate these. This indicates how law abiding and peaceful he is.
Through commissive speech acts consisting of promising and offering, Jonathan would like to see the expansion of democratic process endure in Nigeria with free and fair elections. This indicates how democratic and patriotic he is. On his part, Buhari not only offers his fellowship to Jonathan but also commits to bring cooperation and understanding to him. More importantly, he commits to serve and govern but never to reign over / exercise sovereign power over Nigerians. All these indicate how open, cooperative and democratic Buhari is.
Declarative speech acts are completely nonexistent in Jonathan's speech. This suggests that he is no longer performing any action that brings about the correspondence between the content and the reality. This confirms the sincerity of his concession speech. On the other hand, declarative speech acts are present in Buhari's speech and concern passing sentence. Indeed, Buhari is trying to communicate to Nigerians that the moment is for healing the wounds and working for a better future for Nigeria rather than confronting. This indicates to what extent Buhari is attached to his fellow Nigerians. On the whole, the thoughtful performance of the different speech acts has enabled both speakers especially Jonathan to maintain peace and stability in Nigeria.
On the other hand, the sentence structure analysis has revealed the predominance of simple sentences in both speeches indicating thus the degree of simplicity of both speakers; the high proportion of complex sentences (40% and 45.45% respectively in Jonathan and Buhari's speeches) suggest their degree of complexity. The presence of compound sentences suggests the degree of open-ended collaboration of the speakers.
Conclusion
This study has attempted to decode meanings from Jonathan's Concession Speech and Buhari's Acceptance Speech through the application of Speech Act Theory. The analysis has revealed valuable findings. To mention but a few, the study has shown that assertive speech acts are predominant in both Speeches. The high proportion of claiming assertive speech acts in Jonathan's speech for instance, indicates that unity, stability and progress of Nigeria depends on Jonathan and he has excellently proved this by conceding victory to his opponent Buhari. More importantly, Jonathan's acts of thanking, congratulating and praising indicate not only his high degree of recognition, his attachment to peace and democracy but also his magnanimity whereas Buhari's acts of thanking and congratulating indicate his degree of recognition. Both Jonathan and Buhari have proved to be peaceful and law abiding through the use of directive speech acts. Through the use of commissive speech acts Jonathan has proved to be democratic and patriotic whereas as through the same acts, Buhari has proved to be open, cooperative and democratic. The thoughtful performance of the different speech acts has enabled both speakers especially Jonathan to maintain peace and stability in Nigeria. The absence of declarative act confirms the sincerity of Jonathan's concession speech whereas the presence of the same acts in Buhari's speech indicates to what extent Buhari is attached to his fellow Nigerians.
